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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this titJe, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2, 4-16 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Le Gall et al (US Patent No. 4,897,799). 

In considering claim 1 , Le Gall et al discloses all the claimed subject matter, note 
1) the claimed sensing information provided by a display device having a display format, 
the sensed information being indicative of the display format of the display device is met 
by the original device 12 which send a raster display (native format) to the receiving 
device 14 (Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, lines 18-42), and 2) the claimed determining the display 
format of the display device responsive to the sensed information is met by the raster 
display which can be characterized by pixel aspect ratio, the resolution, the color mode, 
the number of bits per pixel (Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, line 27 to col. 4, line 30). 

However, Le Gall et al does not specifically discloses the newly added limitation 
that "sensing information contained in a display device". 
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Whether the sensing information and the display device are build integrally or 
separately is considered to be obvious to one of ordinary in the art (see In re Larson, 
144 USPQ 347 (CCPA 1965) and Nerwin v. Erlichman, 168 USPQ 177) and shifting the 
location of sensing information into the display device is also considered to be obvious 

i 

to one of ordinary in the art (see In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70) (CCPA 1950)). 

In considering claim 2, the claimed wherein the display device includes a register 
containing information indicative of the display format and wherein the sensing step 
comprises at least the step of: reading the register to obtain the information indicative of 
the display format is met by the formatting box 14 which processes a header 20 in the 
form of Fig. 2 (col. 3, line 27 to col. 4, line 30). 

In considering claim 4, the claimed wherein the register includes an aspect ratio 
and resolution of the display device and wherein the determining step comprises at 
least the step of: determining the display format for the display device based on the 
aspect ratio and resolution read from the register is met by the raster display which can 
be characterized by pixel aspect ratio, the resolution, the color mode, the number of bits 
per pixel (Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, line 27 to col. 4, line 30). 

In considering claim 5, the claimed wherein the reading step comprises at least 
the step of: reading the register over at least one video signal line coupled to the display 
device, the at least one video signal line configured as a two-way data path is met by 
the conversion of one raster type of video RGB format to another (Fig. 4, col. 6, lines 
15-42). 
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Claims 6-7 are rejected for the same reason as discussed in claims 1-2, 
respectively. 

Claim 9 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4. 

Claim 10 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4. 

Claim 1 1 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4. 

Claim 12 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 5. 

In considering claim 13, Le Gall et al discloses all the claimed subject matter, 
note 1) the claimed a video monitor including: a display device is met by the original 
device 12 (display device) which send a raster display (native format) to the receiving 
device 14 (Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, lines 18-42), 2) the claimed a digital register integral 
with the display device, the digital register including data indicative of at least one 
characteristic of the display device is met by the formatting box 14 which processes a 
header 20 in the form of Fig. 2 (col. 3, line 27 to col. 4, line 30), and 3) the claimed a 
data path coupled to the digital register to provide the data indicative of the at least one 
characteristic of the display device to an output port is met by the data path of 
conversion unit 10 (Fig. 4, col. 6, lines 15-42). 

■ 

However, Le Gall et al does not specifically disclose the newly added limitation "a 
digital register integral with the display device". 

Whether the digital register and the display device are build integrally or 
separately is considered to be obvious to one of ordinary in the art (see In re Larson, 
144 USPQ 347 (CCPA 1965) and Nerwin v. Eriichman, 168 USPQ 177) and shifting the 
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location of the digital register into the display device is also considered to be obvious to 
one of ordinary in the art (see In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70) (CCPA 1950)). 

In considering claim 14, the claimed wherein the data path is a video signal path 
configured as a two-way data path is met by the data path of conversion unit 10 which is 
a two-way path (Fig. 4, col. 6, lines 1 5-42). 

Claim 15 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4. 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4. 

In considering claim 18, discloses all the claimed subject matter, note 1) the 
claimed a video display system including: a video display having a register integral with 
the video display including data indicative of at least one characteristic of the video 
display device is met by the original device 12 (display device) which send a raster 
display (native format) to the receiving device 14 (Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, lines 18-42), and 
2) the claimed a decoder configured to read the data in the register of the video display 
and determine the at least one characteristic of the video display from the data is met by 
the conversion unit which firs decodes the coded raster format, and then do the 
conversion proceeds (Fig. 4, col. 6, lines 15-42). 

Claim 19 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4. 

Claim 20 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 4. 
4. Claims 3 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Le Gal et al (US Patent No. 4,897,799) in view of Michaud (US Patent No. 6,057,874). 

In considering claim 3, Le Gall et al discloses all the limitations of the instant 
invention as discussed in claims 1 and 2 above except for providing the claimed 
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wherein the register includes a manufacturer and model number of the display device 
and wherein the determining step comprises at least the step of: automatically 
determining the display format for the display device based on the manufacturer and 
model number read from the register. 

Michaud teaches, in the CATV communication system, that the headend has a 
memory for storing information related to all VCRs including manufacturers 104, model 
numbers 106 and the corresponding VCR control codes 108, 1 10 for setting the VCR, 
the television and the settop terminal (col. 1, lines 25-40 and col. 3, lines 16-28). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the setting the VCR, the television and the settop terminal as 
taught by Michaud into La Gall et al's system in order to efficiently utilizing memory in 
the setting. 

Claim 17 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 3. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 

» 

the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 

« 

than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Trang U. Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7358. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:30 PM, Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David L. Ometz can be reached on (571) 272-7593. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

• - 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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